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SUBJECT: CSCE: SUB-COMMITTEE ON MILITARY SECURITY 
(CBM'S); PURTHER DISCUSSION OP UK DRAPT 

1. SUMMARY. DURING PAST TWO WEEKS, SUB-COMMITTEE'S 
DELIBERATIONS HAVE POCUSED ON DRAPT CBM RESOLUTION THAT UK TABLED 
PEB 6. TWO MORE ALLIED DELS SPOKE IN PAVOR OP THE DRAPT AND 
SEVERAL NEUTRAL DELS ALSO COMMENTED POSITIVELY WHILE AT SAME 
TIME OBSERVING THAT DRAPT'S TREATMENT OP SOME OP THEIR OWN 
PROPOSALS WAS INADEQUATE. SERIES OP CRITICAL STATEMENTS BY 
WARSAW PACT DELS CULMINATED IN FEB 18 SPEECH BY SOVIET REP (AMB 
MENDELEVICH) WHO CONCENTRATED HIS ATTACK ON THE DRAPT'S TREATMENT 
OP MILITARY MOVEMENTS. MENDELEVICH ARGUED THAT MOVEMENTS ISSUE 
NEEDED FURTHER STUDY AND HE REITERATED THE QUESTIONS SOVIETS HAD 
RAISED EARLIER ON THIS ISSUE. HE DID NOT AIM ANY OP THESE 
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QUESTIONS DIRECTLY AT US DEL, HOWEVER, SO US REP REPRAINED PROM 
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COMMENTING. END SUMMARY 

2. SINCE OUR LAST REPORT OE THE SUB-COMMITTEE'S DISCUSSION OF 
THE UK DRAFT CBM RESOLUTION (GENEVA 732), GREK AND ITALIAN REPS 
HAVE JOINED OTHER ALLIES IN PRAISING IT. ITALIAN REP, HOWEVER, 

WAS MILDLY CRITICAL OF DRAFT'S STIPULATION THAT PERIOD OF 
ADVANCE NOTIFICATION SHOULD BE "APPROXIMATELY " 60 DAYS. HE FELT 
THAT THIS WAS TOO IMPRECISE. AUSTRIAN AND IRISH REPS SPOKE 
FAVORABLY OF THE DRAFT IN GENERAL TERMS BUT BOTH THOUGHT 
PROVISION SHOULD BE ADDED EOR NOTIFICATION OF SEPARATE AIR AND 
NAVAL MANEUVERS/MOVEMENTS. SPANISH REPEATED THAT DRAFT'S COVERAGE 
OF THEIR PROPOSAL ON EXCHANGES BETWEEN MILITARY PERSONNEL WAS 

TOO SCANTY. YUGOSLAVS GENERALLY PRAISED DRAFT BUT STRESSED THAT 
MILITARY MOVEMENTS SHOULD BE HANDELD SEPARATELY FROM MANEUVERS. 
MOREOVER, THEY INDICATED THEY WOULD SHORTLY BE TABLING DRAFT 
OF THEIR OWN WHICH WOULD TREAT SOME OE THEIR EARLIER PROPOSALS 
MUCH MORE SUBSTANTIALLY THAN UK DRAFT HAS DONE. 

3. ROMANIAN REP MADE A FEW POSITIVE REMARKS ABOUT THE 

UK DRAFT BUT ALSO ARGUED THAT MILITARY MOVEMENTS SHOULD BE 
TREATED SEPARATELY IN VIEW OF THE CONELICTING OPINIONS 
THAT HAD BEEN EXPRESSED ABOUT THEIR INCLUSION AS A CBM. 

BULGARIAN, POLISH AND GDR REPS ALSO TOOK THIS LINE AND REITERATED 
FAMILIAR OBJECTIONS TO THE VARIOUS CRITERIA STIPULATED IN THE UK 
DRAFT. BULGARIANS AND EAST GERMANS, HOWEVER, MADE SPECIAL POINT 
OF APPROVING USE OF WORD "APPROXIMATELY" IN PARA I-A OF UK DRAFT 
CONCERNING TIMING OE NOTIFICATION AND INDICATED THAT THEY 
FAVORED SIMILAR FLEXIBILITY IN CONNECTION WITH MOST CRITERIA. 

4. AT FEB 18 MEETING, SOVIET REP (AMB MENDELEVICH) DELIVERED 

HIS LONG-EXPECTED CRITICISM OF THE DRAET. HIS TONE WAS MILD AND 
HE AVOIDED REITERATING SPECIFICALLY THE POSITIONS SOVIETS HAD 
PREVIOUSLY TAKEN AT THE SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE VARIOUS CRITERIA 
FOR NOTIFYING MANEUVERS. HE TOLD SUB-COMMITTEE SIMPLY THAT THESE 
POSITIONS WERE WELL KNOWN; HOWEVER, AS REPORTED IN GENEVA 952, 
SOVIETS HAVE PRIVATELY HINTED TO UK REP (AND LATER, IN SIMILAR 
TERMS, TO US REP) THAT THEY WERE PREPARED TO COMPROMISE ON 
SEVERAL OF THESE POINTS. 

5. MENDELEVICH SAID THERE WERE SOME PARTS OF THE UK DRAFT'S 
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PREAMBLE THAT SOVIETS COULD AGREE WITH BUT THAT ITS OPERATIVE 
CLAUSES WERE OUT OF KEEPING WITH PREAMBLE AND WENT EAR BEYOND 
THE PURPOSES OF CONFIDENCE-BUILDING. HE ALSO OBSERVED THAT IDEA 
OF HAVING SEPARATE DOCUMENT ON CBM'S WAS CONTENTIOUS BUT THAT HE 
WOULD DEFER UNTIL LATER REITERATING SOVIET ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF 
A SINGLE COMMITTEE I DOCUMENT COVERING BOTH PRINCIPLES AND CBM'S. 
MENDELEVICH DEVOTED MOST OE HIS SPECIFIC CRITICISMS TO THE DRAFT'S 
HANDLING OF MILITARY MOVEMENTS WHICH HE SAID CONTRAVENED THE 
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HELSINKI RECOMMENDATIONS. HE ARGUED THAT IT WAS IMPROPER EOR UK 
DRAET TO INCORPORATE ANY CONCLUSIONS ABOUT MOVEMENTS UNTIL SUB- 
COMMITTEE'S STUDY OF THIS ISSUE HAD BEEN COMPLETED. HE REITERATED 
TH SERIES OE QUESTIONS THAT SOVIETS HAD RAISED EARLIER ABOUT THE 
TYPES OE MOVEMENTS THAT THE WEST WANTED TO HAVE COVERED AND 
SAID THESE HAD NOT BEEN EULLY ANSWERED. MENDELEVICH REERAINED, 
HOWEVER, EROM SPECIEICALLY ASKING AGAIN WHETHER THERE WOULD BE 
NOTIFICATION OF US TROOP MOVEMENTS ACROSS THE ATLANTIC TO EUROPE 
AND US REP, THEREFORE, DID NOT COMMENT. SOVIET REP, MOREOVER, 
STATED IT WAS NOT NECESSARY TO SETTLE ALL SUCH QUESTIONS RIGHT 
NOW AND THAT ONE COULD INSTEAD RETURN TO THIS PROBLEM LATER. 

6. UK REP DID NOT IMMEDIATELY REPLY TO MENDELEVICH'S STATEMENT 
BUT HAD EARLIER ADDRESSED SOME OE THE COMMENTS OTHER DELS HAD 
MADE ON THE BRITISH DRAET. IN THESE REJOINDERS, THE UK REP 
DEPENDED THE DRAFT'S COMBINED TREATMENT OP MANEUVERS AND 
MOVEMENTS AND EXPRESSED INTEREST IN ADDING SOME PORMULATION ON 
"SEEP RESTRAINT " TO HELP SATISPY THE CONCERNS OP THOSE WHO WERE 
ARGUING EOR MEASURES AIMED AT ACTUALLY LIMITING MILITARY 
MANEUVERS AND MOVEMENTS 
EEEEEEEE 
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